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each with the time equally divided in
the usual form.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I
further ask unanimous consent that
the Senate stand in recess from the
hours of 12:30 to 2:15 p.m. for the week-
ly policy conferences to meet.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

PROGRAM

Mrs. HUTCHISON. For the informa-
tion of all Senators, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business until
12:30 p.m. tomorrow. Following morn-
ing business, the Senate will recess for
the weekly party conference lunches.
In the afternoon the Senate is expected
to begin consideration of several cabi-
net nominations. Senators therefore
can expect votes with respect to these
cabinet nominations during tomorrow
afternoon’s session of the Senate.

f

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. HUTCHISON. If there is no fur-
ther business to come before the Sen-
ate, I now ask that the Senate stand in
adjournment under the provisions of S.
Res. 12, following the remarks of Sen-
ator STABENOW and Senator REID.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Nevada.
(The remarks of Mr. REID pertaining

to the introduction of S. 104 are printed
in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Statements
on Introduced Bills and Joint Resolu-
tions.’’)

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

(Senator NELSON of Florida as-
sumed the chair.)

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. NICKLES. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak as in morning business
for as much time as I desire.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

THE ANTIQUITIES ACT

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I rise
to be critical of President Clinton’s re-
cent actions dealing with the Antiq-
uities Act in declaring millions of
lands national monuments. He did this
without consulting with the Governors,
without consulting with elected offi-
cials, without consulting Congress. I
believe that to be almost an act of con-
tempt of Congress and certainly in de-
fiance of what is considered the Antiq-
uities Act and the purpose of the An-
tiquities Act.

The Antiquities Act was written in
1906. It was established at that time to
protect very special historic, beautiful
lands from development. It is a short
act, and I will have it printed in the
RECORD at the conclusion of my speech.

The whole purpose of the act Presi-
dent Clinton has defied. It does not say
he is King or that he can take an un-
limited amount of lands without con-
sulting Congress or elected officials or
local officials and say, we declare this
a national monument so you cannot
touch it and we don’t care what you
think.

I was amused when I noticed the
Washington Post and other media said
President Clinton was being active in
the final days as President of the
United States. He was more than ac-
tive when acting in a way I believe cer-
tainly exceeded the statutory language
of the Antiquities Act. Certainly he
was being more than active when he
defied logic and did not consult elected
officials. I think he abused the Antiq-
uities Act and his actions prove that it
needs to be reformed.

When I read it, I wonder where he
gets this authority. I think he exceeded
the authority of the act. The authority
of the act says:

The President of the United States is au-
thorized, in his discretion, to declare by pub-
lic proclamation historic landmarks, his-
toric and prehistoric structures, and other
objects of historic and scientific interest
that are situated upon the lands owned or
controlled by the Government of the United
States to be national monuments, and may
reserve as a part thereof parcels of land, the
limits of which in all cases shall be confined
to the smallest area compatible with the
proper care and management of the objects
to be protected.

And it continues.
The media reported that President

Clinton has created more national
monuments than any other President
going back to Theodore Roosevelt. I
looked back and Theodore Roosevelt
didn’t do as much as President Clinton
in the last month or certainly since the
last election. Theodore Roosevelt,
through his actions, did a total of 1.5
million acres. President Clinton did 2
million acres after the election. Why
did he do it after the election? Is it be-
cause there were hundreds of thousands
of acres he did not consult with people?
He didn’t ask the elected officials. He
said: This is what we will do; we will
declare a national acres monument. All
together he has declared 5.7 million in
national monuments.

I mention the elections because obvi-
ously President Clinton used this act
for election purposes. He did it in Sep-
tember of 1996 right before the election,
I might mention, and it dealt with the
Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument, 1.7 million acres, right be-
fore the election in 1996. He announced
it in Arizona, overlooking the Grand
Canyon. That is interesting, but the
Grand Escalante is not in Arizona; it is
in Utah. Utah officials were outraged
because they were not consulted. The
resources involved mineral deposits

and coal, the value of which were bil-
lions of dollars and thousands of jobs.
He did not consult with anybody in
Utah. There was public outrage, but
nothing happened. President Clinton
did not declare any national monu-
ments in 1997, not in 1998, not in 1999.

Then we come to election year 2000
and President Clinton used a lot of dec-
larations of national monuments in the
year 2000 and particularly in the last
couple of months. In the year 2000, all
together he has done a total of over 4
million acres. Since the election, over 2
million acres. In the last week, on Jan-
uary 17, he made eight more designa-
tions, just a few days ago, in his last
week of office, of over 1 million acres.
He didn’t consult with anybody.

In the House, we have a committee
that deals with lands issues, and in the
Senate we have a committee that deals
with land and national resources, the
Energy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee, a bipartisan committee, work-
ing on land issues all the time. We pass
literally hundreds of bills through the
committee. That committee passes
more bills than any other committee in
the Senate. We deal with the bills, par-
ticularly land issues, on a bipartisan
basis. Most of the time on land issues
we listen to the home State Senators.
If they recommend a parcel of land be
designated as a wilderness or national
monument, we listen to the Senators
and we know they are held accountable
in their States. So we give them great
respect and deference.

President Clinton didn’t consult with
Members of the Senate, and didn’t con-
sult with the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee; didn’t consult with
the House Resources committee. He
just designated a national monument.
Maybe he did it right and maybe he
didn’t do it right. My guess is he is
bound to have made mistakes trying to
appease groups, perhaps environmental
activists—I don’t know.

I may well agree with many of these.
I happen to be a preservationist. I hap-
pen to be a conservationist. I love the
outdoors. I have been in the Colorado
River. I love to hike. I love to camp. I
love to be outdoors as much as any-
body. I love to hike on trails. I love our
natural resources.

What I don’t like is a dictator. What
I don’t like is an emperor. What I don’t
like is to have a Presidential fiat, say-
ing we will designate, and we don’t
care what the public thinks. We don’t
care what the elected officials think.
We don’t care what the Governors
think. That is what I really object to.

I make the statements in great dis-
satisfaction with former President
Clinton because he showed contempt of
Congress, contempt of the Constitu-
tion, contempt of the people who live
in those districts.

I think Congress should look at some
of these recent declarations and have
hearings. Did he draft these declara-
tions correctly? Are the boundaries
right? Are they too big? Are they too
restrictive? Do they make sense? What
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